The present note is an Erratum for the two theorems of the paper [1] . We assume the reader is familiar with [1] and in particular with the definitions and concepts of Lattice theory.
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The proof of [1, Th, 2.9] is wrong. In the end of line 10 of the proof of this theorem the equality (x) d ∩ (a) d = Ker d is not true at all. Also in line 13 the statement a ∈ (x ) d iff a ∈ (y ) d does not necessarily holds.
Here we have a counterexample to show this theorem is not necessarily true.
Counterexample 1. Consider the lattice L as follow, L = {0, a 1 , a 2 , a 3 , a 12 , a 13 , 1} such that 0 and 1 are bottom and top element respectivily, a 1 , a 2 and a 3 are attoms, a 1 a 2 = a 12 , a 1 a 3 = a 13 , a 2 a 3 = 1 and a 12 a 13 = 1. Consider the identity map d = id L as a derivation on L. So 
